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A bstract

W e rst predict the splitting of a spin degenerate In puriy levelwhen this In —
purity is irradiated by a circularly polarized laser beam tuned in the transparency
region of a sam iconductor. This spolitting, which com es from di erent exchange
processes between the In purity electron and the virtual pairs coupled to the pum p
beam , Induces a spn precession around the laser beam axis, which lasts as long as
the pum p pulse. It can thus be used for ultrafast spin m anijpulation. This e ect,
which has sim ilarities w ith the exciton optical Stark e ect we studied long ago, is
here derived using the concepts we developed very recently to treat m any-body in—
teractions between com posite excitons and which m ake the physics of this type of
e ects quite transparent. They, In particular, allow to easily extend this work to

other experim ental situations in which a soin rotates under laser irradiation.

PACS.: 71 35~y Excitons and related phenom ena
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Long ago, D ankle Hulin and her group [1] discovered that, when a sem iconductor is
irradiated by photons w ith energy too low to create electron-hole pairs, the exciton line
bluechifts. W e have shown P] that this shift, which disappears when the pump laser is
tumed o , com es from interactions between the realexciton created by the probe photon
and the virtual excitons coupled to the pum p beam [3].

In this comm unication, we predict an e ect which has sim ilarities w ith this exciton
optical Stark shift: W hen an In puriy is irradiated by a pum p beam tuned in the trans—
parency region of a sam iconductor, its electronic levels shift: T he electron bound to the
donor interacts w ith the virtual electron-hole pairs coupled to the pump beam , either
by Coulomb interaction, or by Pauli exclusion. If we choose the pum p polarization in
such a way that the exchange processes between the virtual pair and the up and down
electrons of the In purity are di erent, this Pauli \interaction" splits the im purity level.
A sa result, the soin ofthe In purty electron precesses around the lJaserbeam axis, as long
as the pum p istumed on. This e ect can thus be used for ultrafast soin m anjpulation, a
sub Ect of great technological Interest In the present days B-10].

T he in purity shift nduced by a pum p beam is derived follow ing a procedure ngoired
from the one we used long ago to get the exciton optical Stark shift B]. However, to
enlighten the physics of this e ect, we here calculate it using a \com m utation technique"
sin ilar to the one we recently developed for excitons interacting w ith excitons [11] and
which allow s to identify the two basic ingredients of the electron-virtual pair interactions,
nam ely a direct Coulomb scattering and a Pauli (or exchange) \scattering" | w ithout
any Coulomb contribution. The shift results from the interplay between the two, while
the splitting only com es from di erent carrier exchanges.

To m ake the physics which controls the im purity level shift m ore transparent, we, in
the rstpart, assum e that the in purty electron and the electron of the virtualpairs have
the sam e soin. The soin degrees of freedom and the laser polarization, of course crucial
to get an I puriy level splitting, w illbe introduced In the second part.

W e end this com m unication by reconsidering other experin ental conditions In which
soins can rotate under laser pulss, namely free electron in a quantum well [B,9] and
electrons trapped in quantum dots Bl. W e explicitly show how our present theory can be

easily extended to these cases.



Im purity level shift under laser irradiation
Let us consider a sem iconductor having a ionized donor. ks Ham iltonian readsH 2 =
H .+ Wi, whereH .= Hy+ W o isthebare sam iconductorH am iltonian,wih Hy = h.+ hy
and W oo = Vet Vi + Vo, while W ; isthe Coulom b interaction between the ionized donor
and the carriers. T his interaction, : . [ é=r. + €°=n,_ ], reads in second quantization,
X X
W= an§+qak+ Vq}i+qb< : @)
kg kg
&’ and I are the creation operators for free electrons and holks, i.e., he . )al jvi= 0,
whikV, = 4 &=V or2 &=Sqare the Coulomb m atrix elm ents between free carriers,
In 3D or2D system s. In the presence ofthe ionized donor, the H gc one-electron eigenstates,
H2 ) i= 0, can be form ally w ritten as
X
¥ i=a'ji= Kkif dia)ji: )
k
If we now irradiate this system with pump photons (!4;0 o), the coupled m atter-
photon Ham ilftonian readsH = H2 + H,, + U, where H,, = ! (G is the bare photon
Ham iltonian and U = (U{g+ hx:) the sem iconductor-photon coupling. U, which creates
one ekctron-holk pair wih momentum Q ,, can be written as Uy = A F - Bl,, where
Blo =&, oo o,rwith =1 h=Ms=(M.+ my), is the creation operator
for one free electron-hole pair [12] w ith center ofm assm om entum Q and relative m otion
momentum p. Ttissuch that Hoy Ey Fyo)B), Jvi= 0, where E4 is the band gap,
whikE, o = h’p?=2m + h’Q2%=2M ,withm '=m_'+m, ' andM = m.+ m,, isthe
©;Q ) pair eneryy.
A s for the exciton optical Stark e ect [B], the Inpurity level shift resuls from the
di erence between the inpurity lvel change and the vacuum Jevel change induced by
the pump beam . For U = 0, the eigenstate with a ionized inpuriy and N, photons is

i  Npi, tsenergy being Eg = Ng!y. At Iowest order in U, this energy becom es

1 .
Ey " Nolo+ Nolwilo- Ui ®)

0 ch
In a sin ilar way, for U = 0, the eigenstates with one electron and N, photons are

a¥jyi  Npi, theirenergy beingE = + Ny!(, whik at lowest order n U, they read

E°’  + Ny!o+ Nolwa U, :

—UYaY'i. (4)
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The inpurity kevel shift induced by thepump beam , E° E] E E], isthus

N ol ! y ! Ui 5)
= a ———a e i
IO T gy HO, , my °F

T his quantity, linear in the pum p intensity, is form ally sin ilar to our expression ofthe ex—
citon optical Stark shift, with a¥ and  jast replacing the probe exciton creation operator
B! and energy E..

In order to calculate , we Introduce the Coulomb creation potentialV?Y, which, in

this problm , is de nedasﬂ-lgc;ay]= a¥ + VY, It precisely reads
X X , X v
Vy: hkjf 1 Vq ak+q ako qakO }i() qh<0 M (6)
k q k0

From the form alde nition ofV Y, it is easy to check that

1 1 1 1
——a’' = a + vY ; )
x HY x HY x HY x  HO
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which isvalid for any scalar x. This allow s to split as
1
=Ny -( + )+§( + )+ : ®)

N ote that we have done a sin ilar splitting in the case of the exciton optical Stark shift

Bl.
A sexplicitly shown below, , given by

=wioa’a joij ©)

in which wehave set j oi= ®2 ) 'UJjvi, comes from \Pauli interaction" between

the I purity electron and the virtualpair. O n the opposite, and , given by

h ol VYJol

h o (o4 HY) 'VY9i; (10)
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contain one or two VY operators, so that they come from Coulomb interaction between
the I purity electron and the virtual pair.
In the follow ing, it w illlbe convenient to develop J o1 on fiee pair states, according to

X
Joi=A G P;Q)Bag Vi 11)
130



X
G P;Q)= hV:Bp;Q
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\C om m utation technigue" for a free pair interacting w ith an Im purity electron
and are easy to write In tem s of the two \scatterings" controling the physics
ofthisproblem ,namely and 9, which appear n a \com m utation technique" inspired
from the onewe recently developed to treat m any-body e ectsbetween com posite excitons
[11]. From
h i X
a oa¥ ;Bg,Q = %% % po Bgo;Q o7 13)
p0 0
one of these two \scatterings", which is din ensionless, is found to be
%% % po T hf in-l_ Q il’PO"‘ Q Ojf i p% 109 p+ 10
Z

dr. dreodr, hf o itp®%Q *reosmmihre;n P;Q ihref i: (14)

Tt corresoonds to a bare electron exchange between the Inpurity level and the pair
;0 ), which transform s them into an \out" in puriy level °and an \out" pair ©%Q 9.
N ote that this scattering isCoulomb free. From eq. (13), we can show that

y O .
IwBpop0a oapr,Q Vi= o pop oo 0500 % po  * @s)

T he second scattering, de ned through

h i X ul
nY _ ir Y Yy .
Vy,Bp,Q = 000 0; po & OBPO;QO 7 (16)
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is found to be
X
a¥ =V, hf ok%ihk F i [ ]
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z
dre dreodr, hf o Feoitp%Q “Feitnibere  Won hreim piQ ilwe i (17)
where v;; = =1, 5J. It corresponds to direct Coulomb interactions between the

In purity electron and the pair, without any carrier exchange.

C alculation of the im purity level shift
(i) Pure Pauli term
Equations (9,11,15) allow to w rite as

X
=Af 0%, po G ©;Q) : (18)

po%p



Equation (18) m akes clear that this part of the shift is linked to \Pauli nteraction", i.e.,

exchange between the In purity electron and the virtual pairs. By noting that, at large

detuning = E 4 %o, G ©;Q) tendsto ¢ o ,= , Wwe can extract this lin i from to
writeitas = AF@+ )=,where, duetoegs. (12,14), ispreciseely given by
nw #
X !

E !
= o 40 +Qof iff P+ QitvBry ——

s m 1 Bgolonvi : 19)
For large , the bracket ofeq. (19) tends to zero, so that does reduce to A ¥= . This
Iin it has to be com pared to the one of the sin ilar Pauli tem In the optical Stark
chift, nam ely 2A = . The link between these two lin its can be physically understood
by noting that, In the case of the exciton shift, a virtualpum p pair can exchange both, its
electron and ishole, w ith the probe exciton, while here, it can only exchange its electron
w ith the in purity level: T he num erical prefactor of the large detuning leading term jast
results from one carrier exchange Instead oftwo.

In order to calculate the next order term , we use

1—1+1(W+W)l+
le HY 1y Hy !y Hy "1, Hp ’

which Pllowsfrom H? = Ho+ W 1+ W o.. The rsttem ofeq. 20) kadsto replaceH 2 by
Hyheq. (19 .AsQ 1=ay , whik orbound states 7k f if * 0 fork l=ay ,we nd
that the contrbution of this tem to is of the order of Ry = , where R y = h®=2m a2 .
A sin ilar Ry = behavior is found for each ofthe two tem s of W ;. O n the opposite, the
W o tetm of eq. (20), which corresponds to Coulomb interaction inside the virtual pair

(s=e g. 1b), becom es singular for Jarge m om entum transfers. It leads to

, X jp+ eQ Ojf j-:?vpo P 7 X L = ~ R—X ’ (21)
p0 (T Epo) ( +Epopg) o +h p®=2m ’

p

wih ~= 2 for3D and ~=  for2D; so that we end w ith
2 s 3

L R S ©2)
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Note that, asRy / €', Ry= is in fact the din ensionless param eter associated to a

Coulomb expansion.

(i) F irst order Coulom b term ketween the In purity electron and the virtualpairs



W enow tum to .Using egs. (10,11,15,16), it reads
X 0 0 h i i .
=27 G 0% Yoo bwnpo G ©0iQ); (23)
p%0 %p i
w here jnopoQ o, po 15 the sum over ( Tp%0 D) of  op0g0; mpug d%‘p% @, po - Belng made
of a direct Coulom b process ketween the in purity electron and the pair, ollowed by an

electron exchange (see g.1lc), ¥ isactually an exchange Coulomb scattering.
q
To get the lowest order term In Ry =, i. e, In Coulomb Interaction, we can

rep]aoeHScbyitsﬁ:eecaﬂ:iere}@ressjonHo,i.e.,G ©;Q)by 00,=( +Eg).Thetwo

tem s of % being then equal, we are keft w ith the exchange tem , which gives

nw #
X V, 1 1
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S
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(iii) Correlation term

The last contribution contains two Coulomb interactions between the in purity
electron and the free pair, i.e., two € / P Ry ) factors. In the large detuning 1im it, it
thusbehavesasRy = at least (othere? factorspossbly appearing ifwe expand (! o+
H?) ! according to eq. (7)). Consequently, in this large detuning lim i,  is negligbk
In front of and . On the opposie, the contrbution is the one possbly lkading
to resonances In the i puriy level shift. Indeed, if we look at eq. (10), we see that
contains (!, + H2) ' acting on two ekctrons plus one hok. The corresponding H £,
eigenstates being the excitons bound to an in purity, we can Ingct the closure relation for
these states In front ofthisH ¢ dependent operator.  then showspolsat !y = E4+ *,
where the " ’s are the energies of these excitons bound on in purity.

T his Jeads us to conclude that, at Jarge detuning, the inpuriy level shift A FN o=
is entirely controlled by electron exchange between the inpurity and the virtual pairs
coupled to the pum p beam , without any Coulomb contribution (sse g. la). The next
order temm , which is P §= an aller, is also due to an electron exchange but contains,
In addition, one Coulom b interaction, either inside the virtualpairs as in (== g.1b),
or between these virtual pairs and the in purity electron as in (¢ g.1lc). On the
opposite, possible resonances at the bound exciton energies can be found in the correlation

term , which, at Jarge detuning, gives a negligible contribution.



Im purity level splitting
Letusnow see how the pum p polarization and the soin degrees of freedom a ect these
resuls.

T he sam iconductorphoton coupling now reads

Up = Agm Bg;Qo;S;m ; @5)
pism

y
where B_ ..

ahoclkemomentum m = ( 3=2; 1=2) Prbuk materials whilem = ( 3=2) only for

= al, 0.0+ .om Createsapairwih an electron spin s = 1=2 and

quantum wells. The A, s depend on photon polarization. For bulk m aterials, their
P—

non—zero valuesareA 1, 3, = A andA i, 1, = A = 3,whil, orquantum wells,

thess A 1o, 1—»'s are zero . In the case of a circularly polarized beam ,the A ’'sare

such that A A and A = 0, whik for a linear beam along x (resp.y), they are

A, =A = N (resp.A, = A = A=p§).

In addition to these com plexities in the sam iconductorphoton interaction, we have
also to take into acocount the fact that the I purity levels are now degenerate, the up and
down spins having the sam e energy | In the absence of pum p beam . Consequently, it
isnow necessary to use degenerate perturbation theory to get the im purity level change
Induced by the laser beam . It is possibl to show that this change is obtained from the
diagonalization ofa 2 2 m atrix, is eigenvalues being

0_ No 4 5 :
E°= +No!o+7 di+ +d @&+ d )P+4x F o (@6)

do = lwilga ;o a’, Ugji: @7)

To+ HY,

By taking Into account the vacuum Ilevel change induced by the pum p beam , still given

by eg. 3), we end with an in purity levelhaving an average shift equalto =N ,d .+
S

d )=2,andasz_c>]ittj11ggjxfe11byA=N0( d., d )»+ 4jjA+ ¥, where

de =do o, Wil (g HY) 'UJi: 28)

sC

N ote that eg. (28) isa generalization ofeg. (5), In the presence of soin degrees of freedom .
To get thes do , we use a comm utation technique sim ilar to the one w ithout soin.
In the presence of spins, the three scatterings ¥, * and are now the product of an

orbial part, which is the one w ithout spin, and a spin part. D ue to soin conservation



In Coulomb and exchange processes, this spin part is jast o, g5 mom Or the direct
scattering % (see g. (1d),and o &, nom fOrthe exchange scatterings ™ and  (see
g.le).

It is then easy to show that, again, the lJarge detuning leading term of do is entirely
controlled by electron exchange between the in purity and the virtualpairs coupled to the
pum p, the next order term having just one additional Coulomb interaction either nside
the pair or between the pair and the inpurity electron. The two st temm s of N oc/i\ 0
corresoond to thetwo rst tem s of as obtained previously n egs. (18) and (23), with
A F Jist replaced by

o= Ao A 4 ¢ 29)

W e can then notethat , = 0, shce fora given m , there isonly one which m akes
A ., 6 0,whike isequalto A F+ A F=3 Prbuk samples, and A F forquantum
wells. This show s that, when the pum p beam is linear, A, j= A Jjsothat ,; =
The in purity levelhas a blue shift equalto =2 forquantum wells, and 2 =3 forbuk
m aterials, but no splitting. O n the opposite, or circularbeam s, A, A = 0, so that the
Inpurity level solits: O ne in purity kevelblue shifts ofan amount  , whilk the other is
unchanged for quantum wells, or shifted by =3 for buk m aterials. T he solitting " is
then either orz2 =3.

Spin precession of an im purity electron induced by a pum p beam

Letustake joi= (cos &, + sh & )i as initial in purity state. If we tum on
a circularly polarized pum p beam which propagates along z, the up and down spins are
shifted di erently, due to their di erent electron exchanges w ith the virtualpairs, so that
J olbecom es

jii= (cos &, + e TP an & )i ; 30)

w ithin a phase factor, A being the shift between the ( 1=2) in purity electrons calculated
previously. The proctions of j i over (+ 1=2) and ( 1=2) staying unchanged, the spoin
ofthe in purity electron thus precesses around the z axiswith aperiod T = 2 h="". Since
" isoftheorderof | which is just the exciton optical Stark shift, w ithin a factor 1=2,
In the large detuning Iim it | , we thus expect a precession period of the order of 1psec
w ithin the experin ental conditions giving an exciton optical Stark shift of the order of



Imev. W e can note that this period is far shorter than the soin relaxation tin e, which is

of the order of Insec.

E xtension of the theory to other spin precessions

Let us end this communication by considering two cases In which soin precession
Induced by laser beam s has been described.

(i) Free electron In a quantum well [8,9]

This case can be readily deduced from the above resuls by setting the Coulomb
potential between the carriers and the ionized inm purity W ; equal to zero. This leads to
replacea’ by &, by }ieo) and f iby koi,withhkkoi= x,, h the form alexpression
of the shift aswellasin its , and contrbutions. W e have shown that, in
the large detuning lim it, the two st tem s of the shift are controlled by an electron
exchange, w ith possibly one C oulomb interaction Inside the virtualpairs orbetween these
pairs and the in purity electron, the Coulom b Interaction w ith the ionized donor entering
at the next order, Rx = , only. This show s that the shift and splitting of the in purity
electron and the ones ofa free electron are thus just the sam e orthese two Jarge detuning

tem s, provided that }ieo)

, or eq. (21) to be valid. On the opposie, the possble
resonances com ing from the contribution di er. They are now controlled by the two
electron-one hol eigenstates, i. e., the trions, whil, In the presence of In puriy, they are
controlled by excitons bound to the i puriy. A s the coupling between photon and trion
is In fact extram ely weak In the large sam ple Im it [L3], the weights of these resonances
are expected to be rather am all.

(i) E ctron in a quantum dot [B]

T he spin precession ofan electron trapped In a quantum dot can also be deduced from
the above theory. The onebody electron Ham iltonian h. has just to now Inclide the
dot con nem ent. Instead of ai , the creation operator for a Coulomb free electron reads
al,with he ®)alji= 0. These elgenstates a priori mclude bound states as well as
extended states, if the barrier height is nie.

Ifwenow consider one electron trapped in the dot ground state a7 i, s shift ,, is
given by eq. (5), with a¥ and  replaced by a! and [, whil the dot-photon coupling

P
has now to be written as Uy = =, A, a’'l, . This shift can be calulated using a

10



\com m utation technique" form ally sin ilar, the Coulomb creation potentialnow reading
X X h i
Vo= & Ve Qop’)agodn * Van (o) B 1)

O n
Om

and Vg, rrrllo » are the Coulomb m atrix elem ents between dot states

Om

where Vo,
(n;m) and (%m ).

The calculation of g which isperform ed In a quite sin iarway, show s that, at large
detuning, the shift is again controlled by electron exchange, its lkeading term now reading
N, ! : n RAnom F, while resonant contrbutions in the correlation term m ust appear

at the eigenenergies of a \trion" in the dot.

C onclusion

W e have shown that, due to carrier exchanges between the in purity and the virtual
pairs coupled to a pum p beam tuned in the transparency region of a sam iconductor, the
up and down electronic levels of an Inpurity blue shift. The degenerate levels of this
Inpurity can also solit if the pump beam is circularly polarized, due to di erences in
these carrier exchanges. T his solitting induces a spin precession around the laser beam
axis, which lasts as long as the pulse. It can thus be used to m anjpulate spins. W e have
also shown how the present theory can be extended to other spin precessions induced by
laser beam , such as the one of free electrons in a quantum well or the one of electrons
trapped in a quantum dot.

W e wish to thank J. Trbolket for nducing this work and C .M ora for stin ulating

discussions.
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Wy Qy

Wy Qy

Figure 1: @): A photon (!¢Q () creates a virtual electron-hol pair ©;Q o). This pair
exchanges itselctron w ith the electron ofan m purity (ina state) and nally recom bines
to give back the (! (Q ¢) photon. This process is the dom inant one In the In puriy level
shift at lJarge detuning. (,c): T he large detuning next order term contains one C oulomb
Interaction either inside the virtualpair (o) orbetween thispair and the in purity electron
©. (d): The direct Coulomb scattering 9 of the \comm utation technique" fr a free
pair interacting w ith an in purity electron: The \In" and \out" pairs are m ade w ith the
sam e ekectron. (e): Exchange or Pauli \scattering" of this com m utation technigque.

N ote that this scattering exists In the absence of any C oulomb process.
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